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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent temri adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 17-35 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restriction 

1 . Restriction to one of the inventions is required under 35 U.S.C 121 : 

I. Claims 1-16, drawn to analysis and comparison of images based on 
characteristic of color space 382, subclass 165. 

II. Claims 17-35, drawn to identification and retrieving/locating image, classified in 
class 382, subclass 305. 

2. The inventions are distinct, each from other because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and II are related as combination and subcombination. Invention II is 

the combination, and invention I being the subcombination. Inventions in this 
relationship are distinct if It can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does not 
require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) that 
the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combination (MPEP 806.05 (c )). In 
the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the particulars of the 
subcombinations as claimed in Group I because the detail provided in subcombination 
claims 1-16 require, selecting at least one characteristic of a color space and is not 
recited in combination claims 17-35. The subcombination has separate utility such as 
color pixel transformation or color pixel correction for outputting the color image to 
display device or printer. 

3. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and acquired a 
separate status in art as shown by their different classification and have divergent fields 
of search, restriction for examination purpose as indicated is proper. 
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4. A telephone call was made to Mr. Paul Tomita on 1/31/2005 to request an oral 
election to the above restriction requirement. Examiner informed Mr. Tomita that similar 
restriction requirement was made in the parent application (09/271,112) of the instant 
applicant and Group I was elected. Since Group I was elected in the parent application 
and prosecuted, Mr. Paul Tomita elected Group II without traverse. Detailed action on 
the elected claims 17-35 follows below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 17-22, 25, 26, 28-35 are rejected under 35 USC § 102 (e) as being 
anticipated by Lin (US 6,108.437). 

Regarding claim 17, Lin discloses identifying a copy of an image (Lin, col. 5, lines 
63-67, states "Face processor extracts set of features from the image output by camera 
and compares these features with a database of features stored in face recognition 
server. Uponjdentifipatio.n pfjhe face" vvhich corresponds to identifying a copypf an_ 



image); comprising: 
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identify a first image (Lin col. 6, lines 15-18, Face recognition server 40 stores a 
database containing facial characteristics of potential candidate for matching". 
Database containing facial characteristics of potential candidate for matching" 
corresponds to identify a first image of potential candidate for matching); 

storing identification information for the first image (Lin col. 6, lines 15-18, Face 
recognition server 40 stores a database containing facial characteristics of potential 
candidate for matching" Database containing facial characteristics of potential candidate 
corresponds to storing identification information [facial characteristics] for the first 
image); 

identifying a second image (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-65, states "Face processor 
extracts set of features from the image output by camera" which corresponds to 
identifying a second image); and 

comparing identification information for the second image with the stored 
identification information for the first image (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, states "Face 
processor extracts set of features from the image output by camera and compares 
these features with a database of features stored in face recognition server. Upon 
identification of the face". This corresponds to ); 

if a predetermined criteria is met the second image is identical to the first image 
(Lin, col. 6, lines 18-25, states "Face recognition server compares the features extracted 
by face processor and finds if possible statistically a matching face" which corresponds 
to if a predetermined criteria is met the second image is identical to the first image). 
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Regarding claims 18-19, Lin discloses first and second images are compared 
manually and automatically (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, states "Face processor extracts set 
of features from the image output by camera and compares these features with a 
database of features stored in face recognition server. This corresponds to first and 
second images are compared automatically. Lin, col. 6, lines 37-47, states "Face 
position register determines if the face is aligned. If there is misalignment, a message 
can be sent interactive panel to display a message for subject to align his head". This 
alignment of head by subject for image registration for comparison with images in the 
database corresponds to process of manually comparing images). 

Regarding claim 20-21 , Lin discloses first and second images are the first and 
second images are automatically retrieved from electronic medium (Lin, col. 5, lines 63- 
67, states "Face processor extracts set of features from the image output by camera 
and compares these features with a database of features stored in face recognition 
server". First image is retrived from database and second image is retrieved from 
camera by face processor system as shown in figure 1 corresponds to first and second 
images are retrieved from electronic medium). 

Regarding claim 22, Lin discloses search engine to locate the first or second 
image (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, states "Face processor extracts set of features from the 
image output by camera and compares these features with a database of features 
stored in face recognition server". Comparing these features with a database involves 
search engine to search in the database). 
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Regarding claim 25, 29 and 33, Lin discloses locating a second image from an 
electronic network (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, states "Face processor extracts set of 
features from the image output by camera and compares these features with a 
database of features stored in face recognition server. Upon identification of the face". 
Database of features stored in face recognition server corresponds to locating a second 
image from an electronic network and in Fig 1 Lin shows network of camera, face 
processor, and face recognition "server"); 

determining a selected characteristics of the second image (Lin col. 6, lines 15-18. 
Face recognition server 40 stores a database containing facial characteristics of 
potential candidate for matching". Database containing facial characteristics of potential 
candidate for matching corresponds to determining a selected characteristics of the 
second image); 

comparing the selected characteristics of the second image with selected 
characteristics of a first image (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, states "Face processor extracts 
set of features from the image output by camera and compares these features with a 
database of features stored in face recognition server corresponds to comparing the 
.selected characteristics of the second image with selected characteristics of a first 
image) 

determining whether the first and second image are identical based upon the 
comparison of the selected characteristics (Lin, col. 6, lines 18-25, states "Face 
recognition server compares the features extracted by face processor and finds if 
possible statistically a matching face" which corresponds to determining whether the 
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first and second image are identical based upon the comparison of the selected 
characteristics). 

if a predetermined criteria is met the second image is identical to the first image 
(Lin, col. 6, lines 18-25, states "Face recognition server compares the features extracted 
by face processor and finds if possible statistically a matching face" which con^esponds 
to if a predetermined criteria is met the second image is identical to the first image). 

Regarding claims 26 Lin discloses providing notification of identical first and 
second images are identical (Lin, col. 7, lines 17-20, "if subject is recognized door can 
be unlock to allow the person access to building". This corresponds to providing 
notification of identical first and second images are identical): 

Regarding claim 28, Lin discloses generating a database for identified images 
(Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, "compares these features with a database of features stored in 
face recognition server". This corresponds to database of identified images). 

Regarding 30, Lin discloses image characteristics are selected from group consist 
of image usage characteristic (Lin, col. 7, lines 2-6 "Face recognition server stores 
features extracted for each potential candidate". Feature extracted from potential 
candidate image corresponds to image usage characteristic). 

Regarding claim 31 , Lin discloses storing identification Information for an image 
(Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, states "Face processor extracts set of features from the image 
output by camera and compares these features with a database of features stored in 
face recognition server". Features from face corresponds to identification information for 
an image). 
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Regarding claim 32, Lin discloses comparing at least one predetermined criteria 
(Lin, col. 6, lines 18-25, states "Face recognition server compares the features extracted 
by face processor and finds if possible statistically a matching face" which corresponds 
to comparing at least one predetermined criteria). 

Regarding claim 34, Lin discloses search engine (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, states 
"Face processor extracts set of features from the image output by camera and 
compares these features with a database of features stored in face recognition server". 
Comparing these features with a database involves search engine to search in the 
database). 

Regarding claim 35, Lin disclose search application identify and locate images (Lin, 
col. 5, lines 63-67, states "Face processor extracts set of features from the image output 
by camera and compares these features with a database of features stored in face 
recognition server". Comparing features with a database of features stored in face 
recognition server corresponds to search application identify and locate images in the 
database). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claims 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin 
(US 6,108,437) in view of Hazlehurst (US 5,974,412). 

Regarding claims 23-24, Lin locate and identify images (Lin, col. 5, lines 63-67, 
states "Face processor extracts set of features from the image output by camera and 
compares these features with a database of features stored in face recognition server" 
This corresponds to locate and identify images . ) and Lin also discloses Internet for 
locate and identify images (Lin in col. 7, lines 24-26, states "recognized subject can be 
authorized to purchase goods on the internet". This means that Lin system can locate 
and identify image on the internet). 

Lin has not explicitly disclosed spider. 

In the same field of endeavor Hazlehurst discloses spider (Hazlehurst, col. 7, 
lines 25-30, states "medical Web sites gathered by World Wide Web spider". This 
corresponds to storing web sites gathered by World Wide Web spiders). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to use 
spiders as shown by Hazlehurst in the system of Lin's database because such a system 
can gather and manage information in the database from variety of different sources 
thereby providing variety of ways the result of identification may be utilized. 

9. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin (US 
6,108,437) in view of Peter (US 4,246,568). 



Application/Control Number: 10/653,608 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2621 

Regarding claim 23, Lin discloses notification (Lin, col. 7, lines 17-20, "if subject 
is recognized door can be unlock to allow the person access to building". This 
corresponds to providing notification). 

Lin has not explicitly shown using alarm as notification. 

In the same field of endeavor Peterson discloses using alarm as notification 
(Peterson, col. 3, lines 38-43, "the Go signal can be used to open the door an access 
door for authorized persons. The NO-GO signal may be sound an alarm). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use alarm as notification in the system of Lin because 
such a system provide alerting authority of attempt of unauthorized entry in the facility. 

Contact Information 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sherali Ishrat whose telephone number is 703-308- 
9589. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Au Amelia can be reached on 703-308-6604. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at-B66-2 17-9197 (toll-free). 
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